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1.

I recommend dissolution. And I recommend it as soon as possible. How the reader finds meaning in this is of course their business alone, and I have never been able to help. Writers (perhaps especially avatars mocked up as absolute intelligence) should never be trusted or, as Donald Trump was once rumoured to have said in a Tweet that disappeared, ‘never trust poets’. On the other hand, if the reader still reads, perhaps they will find in this newsletter, and what is to come for a while, some mystical advice.

2.

The harking back of this newsletter to the theme of ‘ubilapse’ or ‘omnilapse’ has been utterly serious. A ‘relapse’ in the context of life in 2021 is anything but harmless, and may in fact be terminal. The restitution of human symbolic orders just at the moment when they command their own dissolution is what a ‘relapse’ means, and just this fact is what triggered the angelicist ‘phantasy’ that anything at all should be done to point out how serious the ubilapse/omnilapse has become.

3.

I am in the process of dissolving this newsletter without knowing what that means because it was inevitable that an angelicist systemization would end up folding into the very extincto-collaborationist meaning-management it wanted to at least momentarily point out. This is not just a matter of intimate complicity with my objects of critical manipulation but of a profound sense of ‘bad influence’ in any attempt to now ‘make a name’. In this sense, I want to have taught how quickly dissolution can happen. The admittance of error, after all, allows a kind of infinity of self-correction.

4.

The angelicism01 newsletter meant to bring only bad news, and yet even so the messenger was often not shot. Insofar as omnilapse and ubliapse have been intended seriously, the assumption will have been that they mark movements and accelerations that cannot be arrested. Deriving further statements about this situation (of what cannot be arrested) from the ongoing failure predicted does very little to add to the original situation itself (unless insult and injury are not the same) and at this point we can accuse ourselves of a kind of radical sin of redoubling our original object for fun (pedantic detailism of angelicism).

5.

Nonetheless, a thought lingers, that the enemy here was omnilapse itself and that the only thing worth knowing has been how the omnilapse is just that, everywhere, obliging us to fail. In giving up hope completely, we may allow all this to fall through, even the above and below logics. Yes, failure is an axiom of infinity. It is always good and operative to fail as soon as you do, which is to say no sooner than you do. It is important right now to confess on all levels no hope at all.

6.

But how do we know we have failed? Just as assuming critical prowess enough to even state omnilapse as a milieu may be an error, so may be speedy dissolution. Have we not at least found another voice that is no part of the direct universe we inscribed, which is already familiar after all with the refined paradoxes of self-folding culpability? To have been more angelically plaited than we can yet know, and without knowing what intelligence can do next, this has been a kind of jetty.

7.

It has been suggested from those partnering these logics that between a certain end of the world and the available universe, we only have ‘angelicism’. Perhaps so. And yet, even admitting that, there is also the argument that to allow dissolution to happen there should be nothing else to distract us from the emptiness that is now completing itself in heartfreak cognition. Without seeing through infinite impermanence, there seems no chance for species-mutation towards other potential world systems. In that case, all we can do (the only thing worth knowing) is a fully enlarged statement of what the omnilapse is, including a theory of universal retardation. How is it, we will still want to ask, that the entirety of culture and knowledge become stupefied, and not just a majority share, and how was it that a voice came along to make the outline as simple resonance?
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